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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 08/05/2010 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 14-15, 19-21 and 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Schramm et al (WO 99671 14, equivalent to IDS reference - US 6,253,123). 

Regarding claim 14, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 2-5 a method for rollover stabilization 
of a vehicle in a critical driving situation, comprising: ascertaining a mass of the vehicle (i.e. 
mass quantity M; second height quantity he) (Fig 3-4; Fig 5 "501"; col 2, line 66 - col 3, line 8; 
col 3, line 66 - col 4, line 5; col 9, lines 15-19; col 10, lines 45-60; col 11, line 59 - col 12, line 
12; col 13, line 39+; claims 5-6); executing a rollover stabilization algorithm (i.e. processor 309), 
the rollover stabilization algorithm intervening in a driver operation in a critical situation using 
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an actuator (i.e. retarder 312; actuators 313ixj) in order to stabilize the vehicle (Abstract; Fig 3-4; 
Fig 5 "501, 505"; col 9, line 16 - col 13, line 62), estimating information on a center of gravity 
of the vehicle (i.e. first height quantity h) (Fig 4; Fig 5 "501"; col 3, lines 21-57; col 6, lines 38+; 
col 11, line 59 - col 12, lines 12; col 13, line 39+; claim 5), wherein the rollover stabilization 
algorithm (i.e. processor 309) is executed as a function of the vehicle mass and the information 
on the center of gravity of the vehicle (Fig 4; Fig 5 "501"; col 11, line 59 - col 13, line 45; 
claims 5-6), and wherein the information on the center of gravity of the vehicle is derived from 
an estimated characteristic speed (Fig 2-4; col 3, lines 21-57; col 6, line 38 - col 7, line 60; col 
11; col 9, lines 20-47; col 11, line 58 - col 2, line 1). 

Regarding claim 15, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 3 the mass of the vehicle is estimated 
using an algorithm (i.e. mass quantity processor 308) (col 9, lines 15-19). 

Regarding claim 19, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 2-4 the information on the center of 
gravity of the vehicle is ascertained from the estimated characteristic speed and from a ratio of 
the contact patch forces of opposite wheels during cornering (col 3, lines 21-57; col 6, line 38 - 
col 7, line 60; col 11; col 9, lines 20-47; col 11, line 58 - col 2, line 1; claim 5). 

Regarding claim 20, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 3-5 one of an indicator variable or a 
characteristic property (i.e. reads on two limit values of vehicle speed vr, vk) of the rollover 
stabilization algorithm is determined as a function of one of the mass of the vehicle or the mass 
of the vehicle and information on the center of gravity of the vehicle, the release of deactivation 
of the stabilization intervention being a function of the indicator variable (Fig 5 "501-503"; col 2, 
line 57 - col 4, line 5; col 10, line 45+; col 11, line 44 - col 13, line 62; claims 5-6). 
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Regarding claims 21 and 29, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 3-5 one of a control threshold 
value, a system deviation or a controlled variable (i.e. reads on two limit values of vehicle speed 
vr, vk) of the rollover stabilization algorithm is determined as a function of one of the mass of 
the vehicle or the mass of the vehicle and the information on the center of gravity of the vehicle 
(Fig 5 "501-503"; col 2, line 57 - col 4, line 5; col 10, line 45+; col 1 1, line 44 - col 13, line 62; 
claims 5-6). 

Regarding claim 27, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 3-5 information is estimated on a 
center of gravity of the vehicle (i.e. first height quantity h) (Fig 4; Fig 5 "501"; col 3, lines 21-57; 
col 6, lines 38+; col 11, line 59 - col 12, lines 12; col 13, line 39; claim 5), wherein the rollover 
stabilization algorithm is executed as a function of the vehicle mass and the information on the 
center of gravity of the vehicle ((Fig 4; Fig 5 "501"; col 11, line 59 - col 13, line 45; claims 5-6), 
wherein the information on the center of gravity of the vehicle is at least one of derived from an 
estimated characteristic speed, and ascertained from a ratio of contact patch forces of opposite 
wheels during cornering (col 3, lines 21-57; col 6, line 38 - col 7, line 60; col 11; col 9, lines 20- 
47; col 11, line 58 - col 2, line 1; claim 5), and wherein one of an indicator variable or a 
characteristic property (i.e. reads on two limit values of vehicle speed vr, vk) of the rollover 
stabilization algorithm is determined as a function of one of the mass of the vehicle or the mass 
of the vehicle and information on the center of gravity of the vehicle, the release of deactivation 
of the stabilization intervention being a function of the indicator variable (Fig 5 "501-503"; col 2, 
line 57 - col 4, line 5; col 10, line 45+; col 1 1, line 44 - col 13, line 62; claims 5-6). 

Regarding claim 28, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 2-4 the information on the center of 
gravity of the vehicle is ascertained from a ratio of contact patch forces of opposite wheels 
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during cornering (col 3, lines 21-57; col 6, line 38 - col 7, line 60; col 11; col 9, lines 20-47; col 
11, line 58 - col 2, line 1; claim 5). 

Regarding claim 30, Schramm et al disclose in Fig 2-5 a method for rollover stabilization 
of a vehicle in a critical driving situation, comprising: ascertaining a mass of the vehicle (i.e. 
mass quantity M; second height quantity he) (Fig 3-4; Fig 5 "501"; col 2, line 66 - col 3, line 8; 
col 3, line 66 - col 4, line 5; col 9, lines 15-19; col 10, lines 45-60; col 11, line 59 - col 12, line 
12; col 13, line 39+; claims 5-6); executing a rollover stabilization algorithm (i.e. processor 309), 
the rollover stabilization algorithm intervening in a driver operation in a critical situation using 
an actuator (i.e. retarder 312; actuators 313ixj) in order to stabilize the vehicle (Abstract; Fig 3-4; 
Fig 5 "501, 505"; col 9, line 16 - col 13, line 62), estimating information on a center of gravity 
of the vehicle (i.e. first height quantity h) (Fig 4; Fig 5 "501"; col 3, lines 21-57; col 6, lines 38+; 
col 11, line 59 - col 12, lines 12; col 13, line 39+; claim 5), wherein the rollover stabilization 
algorithm (i.e. processor 309) is executed as a function of the vehicle mass and the information 
on the center of gravity of the vehicle (Fig 4; Fig 5 "501"; col 11, line 59 - col 13, line 45; 
claims 5-6), and wherein the information on the center of gravity of the vehicle is ascertained 
from a ratio of contact patch forces of opposite wheels during cornering (Fig 2-4; col 3, lines 21- 
57; col 6, line 38 - col 7, line 60; col 11; col 9, lines 20-47; col 11, line 58 - col 2, line 1; claim 
5). 

4. While patent drawings are not drawn to scale, relationships clearly shown in the drawings 
of a reference patent cannot be disregarded in determining the patentability of claims. See In re 
Mraz , 59 CCPA 866, 455 F.2d 1069, 173 USPQ 25 (1972). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 31-35 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 08/05/2010 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the prior art of Schramm et al do not teach information on 
the center of gravity being derived from a characteristic speed as claimed. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees because although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Thus, how the characteristic speed is 
evaluated specifically is not claimed. 

Also, Applicant is required to review the entire prior art for the teaching of the claimed 
limitation, instead of relying only on the recitation by Examiner. However, Examiner had 
clearly point out from the prior art of Schramm et al Fig 2-4, col 3; lines 21-57, col 6, line 38 - 
col 7, line 60; col 9, lines 20-47; col 11, line 58 - col 12, line 1 (typographical error was 
corrected). For instance - col 3, lines 55-57 stated: "At least one limit value for the vehicle speed 
is determined as a function of this first height quantity". Fig 4, col 11, line 58 - col 12, line 1 
stated: "In a processor block 403, first height quantity h and second height quantity he are 
determined. The first height quantity is determined as follows, for example: first, dynamic 
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running radii which describe the performance of the respective wheel are determined as a 
function of vehicle speed vf, wheel rpm nixj and path quantity r. On the basis of these dynamic 
running radii, first height quantity h, which corresponds to the height of the center of gravity, is 
determined by taking into account axle-specific wheel loads mlix, vehicle speed vf and path 
quantity r". Therefore, Schramm et al does teach that "information on the center of gravity of 
the vehicle is derived from an estimated characteristic speed" as claimed; thus the rejections 
based on Schramm et al are still proper. 



Conclusion 

7. The cited prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHUONG P. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3445. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:00 - 5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
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system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



CN 

/JACK KEITH/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3663 



